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Findings 



The finding, thi. .tudy ,t the district'. 1982-83 .chool U.v.r r«tt «t 

! !: Vll r«porttd .tud7 oo tbi. .ubjtct eoncludtd thA^-, 5.6 per- 

cent of the 1979-80 .chool jre.r .tudent. withdrew. The reduction in .chSol 
l.ever rete. between the.e two .tudie. in Urge «e..ure grow. fro. thJ dif- 
ference in the breedth of the follow-up .tudy ...pie.. In the 1982-85 
.tudy followed up cont.ct w.. .tteapted for .11 foir«er .tudeot. in .11 
tlI!*?J79!5o''^if f°"P"i*'i"** /tudent d.t.b..e li.ted .chool le.ver.; 
the 1979-80 effort followed up only per.on. cU..ifi*d in two of the .even 
.chool le.ver c.tegorie.. The follow-up cont.ct. in both ye.r. uncovered 

fhe 1982 8i. tudy follow-up cont.ct. allowed Mre per.on. to be 
recU..ified continuing their eduction r.ther th.n .c»»ool le.ver.. 

The .chool leaver finding, of both ye.r.' .tudie. .re eloeely co.p.r.ble in 
; ii^-irs";?"."* ^^-P""* i**^* ^he highe.t .chool l«*veJ r.ti.. 
leaving. Male, leave .chool at ju.t .lightly higher rate, than do fe.ale.. 

It .hould be noted that the .chool leaver rate, of thi. ttudy-both tingle 
llllAA bHirrr""?^ appropriately be co«pared to drjpout figurf. 
reported by the federal government, the .tate, or any other .chool 
di.trict which doe. not u.c the .aae definition of .chool leaver and u.e 
follow-up procedure, in collecting data. Legi.lation currently pending for 
California .hould re.olve thi. intra.tate incon.i.tency. 
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I. .INTROnUCTION 



Background 

The purpose of thl« study Is to dttcrain* the nuabtr of 
?25?°i,^!*^*'* V«*ropo»»t«) t^om dlttrlct •ehool* during 
1982-83 for grade* 9 through 12; the character i«t let 
•••ociattd with •chool laavlng; ovarall rate* of attrition- 
and attrition rates for atudanta with certain 
characteriatict. A ••cheol leaver' la a atudeot who leaves 
the diatrict before obtaining a high school diploaa or 
paaaing the California High School Proficiency Exa.ination 
and does not enroll in another school or alternative 
educational prograa within a specified tiae period. 

Definition of School Leaver 

The specific definition of 'school leaver' varlee widely froo 
cUtrict to district. For the present study the followinit 
definition is used. 

A San Diego Unified School District leaver is a 
student who participated in and left any grade 9 
through 12 during 1982-83, had the ability to aeet 
graduation requireaents or pass the California High 
School Proficiency Exaaination , is not known to have 
transferred to another high school ov educational 
prograa, and who did not re-enter the district by 
October, 1983. [A aorc technical definition is given 
in the aethcdology section.] 

Essentially the sane definition is used in the 1979-80 San 
Diego Unified School District Leaver Study. For that reason, 
this report coapares the present 1982-83 findings throughout 
with the correspoadiag 1979-80 findings. However, the 
findings of the two studies are not entirely coaparable due 
to certain differences in data collectian aethods. These 
differences and their iaplications for eoaparisons are 
discussed in the section on aethodology. 

The definition of school leaver the district will use for 
future studies will change because of pending state 
legislation. The state'e definition is expected to be of the 
followiof fora: A eehool leaver is any etudent who ceases to 
attend • chool befesre receiving a high school diploaa or its 
equivalent and who does not enroll in another public or 
private educational institutlea within 45 days. The etate 
T: \.'??, '•.•^^ dlttricts £0 report eehool leaver rates to 
the California State Departaent of Education. 
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Onllkt «ht prtctlct u«ed for the prtseat study, the ttatt't 
pl«n doe* not provide for Individual student follow-up 
(queetionneire* end telephone contact*) for deteraining the 
•tetue of former etucente. Hence, dietrict leaver nusbera 
and rate* eoaputed according to the atate'a plan will 
undoubtably far exceed the nuabera and rate, reported in thia 
•tudy. Follow-up on individual atudenta reveal* many caaei 
wAere for.er .t«dent. who were initially regarded a. .chool 
leaver, were, in fact, attending school or an alternative 
educational prograa elsewhere even though the district never 
had received a request for transcript of the foraer student. 

Definition of Attrition Rate 

This study reports annual attrition rates for each grade 

level from 9 through 12, an annual overall rate for grades 9 

through 12 taken together, and an estiaated four-year 

cumulative tracking rate. 

Methodology of the Study 

The Research Department identified as potential school 
leavers students who met the following criteria: 

1. were in grades 9-12 during she l?82-83 school year, 

2. were not special education students who did not have 
the capability to meet graduation requirements 

or pass the proficiency examination, 

3. were coded as leaving school with a atatus in one of 
the following categories: 

a) Dropped— whereabouts unknown 

b) Harried 

c) Dropped — voluntary withdrawal, over 18 

d) Exempt— full-time employment 

*) Exempt— Mental conditions interfering with school 
attendencs 

f ) Exempt — hardship 

g) Exempt — pregnant 

(Note: These are among the district's official 
withdrawal status categories in Administrative 
Regulation and Procedure 2960. J 

4. did not re-enter the San Diego City Schools 
by October, 1983. 
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I Vol II All, "f"* '° computer the record, e£ 

J: rh • the tot.l 1982-83 enrollment of 35.886. 

To check the eecurecy of the reeultlng computer Il.t of 

:ec:«..i"^\"*/"^^°''""P .ctlvltle. Jere Conducted! E.ch 
•econdery school or progrea office reviewed a 
computer-geaereted U.t of their leevere. Particular 

"Coding itudente who.e record 
ijfJh!^ r '""crlpt bed been received fro- 

tll^ll 'chool. AH itudent. who remained on the U.t after 
the echool revl*w were eent a que.tlonnalre reque.tlng the 
rea.on for withdrawal or the activity (e . g . ."Ju^tl.f 
employment) engaging the former .tudent limedlately upon 
withdrawal from .chool. if there we. no re.pon.e froS the 
foitlL""?* ^'I'-'ch Department attempted a tJlepSone 
coVtlll: .«rMlJ*'^r q—tlonnalre. and telephone 

J J * further update of .tudent.' record.. In 
^ 5* update., the dl.trlcf. official withdrawal codee 
were u.ed whenever poe.ible. However, .chool leaver, who 

TJI J?? f^"^. fit into any of 

the official dl.trict leaver categorie. were r.cla..lfled 

iSde%"8"! '^•"^o'T. "Dropped - voluntary witidriwal. 

IJ;!*!,f°J^°r^f 2.707 former .tudent. from 

the original 11. t of 4.309 name*. Generally, the former 

r*'! '^-^^^ ^ t'^if.rJed " Another 

public or private .chool .y.tem. In addition to eliminating 
jonleaver. from the original computer U.t of leaver., the 
follow-up re.ulted in the recoding of .ome former .tudent. 
who., original withdrawal .tatua Sa. unknown with a mo" 
opeclflc^l.aver .tatu.. However, there were 667 student, who 
could not be contacted and. therefore, remained a. 

whereabout, unkaown." The.* follow-up .tep. produced a 
rea.onably reliable database for the atudy. 

aimlllar data collection procedure* and checkinc method, were 

'^^r i**^*" noSJ^"! the 

follow-up checking and data acraaning procedure, we^ not a. 

•tudy. all records of all atudent. in every laavar atatu. 
category vera asaminad. Phone contact, were attempted for 
•11 studeots whose racords could not otherwise ba reliably 
correct.*. Onllka tha preaeot atudy. follow-up ch.Jillgind 
data collection for the l»79-eo study wair limited to two 
eataforiamt "dropped - vhereaboute unknowii" and "dropped - 
jolmmtmry •ithdrawal, owar Id." For the l»79-50 study, thesa 
£ollo».mp .cfcltrltias reduced ita original computer llii of 
S.618 lorMr •tttdaata to a final llat of 2,119 leavers. Thla 
It tmdactlom of 421. The 19B2-d3 followIup .JJJJinas 
radmeadltt computer list from 4,309 to 1,602. Thit is a 63X 
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rftduc tion« 



be .xpected to be lower m the 1982-83 .tudy JuIJ SlHI.e 

profile, from one study to the other. »^°8». 

II. FINDINGS 

"Sn^'^^-4p^1-^^^--- -enti.c.tior;L"ie^:::i fi:--:,. 

Io:nrn\'iir%°M'*''%".f'l" highlight, .ignific.nt facts 
lntr\i; I °^ finding.. The .n.ly.i. i. divided 

J^ctuirf?:;?"^ '^"^ consi.t. of g^er^l 

5* level, .chool type, .onth left and the 

•tudent demographic characteristic, of .ex and ethnicltv 
The .econd .et of finding, con.lst. of finding. whJchllI.elv 
t'Si'th.ii/Jj •^"<»"f . .Chool experience .nd';hrci lup o 't ' 
the the. is that aost .tudent. leave .cheol to e.cane an 
environaent in which they feel un.ucces.f ^1 . ^ 

regarding the di.tricf. profile of .chool 
iiJnir'tS;; "^irely consistent with those oJ the 

•arlier 1979-80 study and with the consensus of findings 
reported in other studies. There are nc surprises aoS^o 
unexpected pattern, of .chool leaving. tJ. oJ.JJIljJ.Jrict 
•chool leaver rate is within the range of annull .chooJ 

isrjiti:"; ^^^^^ i.rge'urb.n .c!;;;i dj.tiict.. 

'dr-r •--"^"^^-^^^h:^^^^:;rn^"^-nd""- 
ch-oVi--; - 

u°;y^\%j:fj::^jif.ri.'\%"'r\«"^* «-d"aj":/:h'i':' 

will !i A °* original fresh.an class 

If ifij ir / ' •J"cational systea entirely. This is a loss 
gradJ! '^"y 1000 .tudent. .itering tiil nlltV 

In the second set of findings, the analysis provide, evidence 
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to support the genertlly recogn'ted thesis that students 
lesire school, If they hsve s choices when their experience is 
consistently one of p.eor or failing perforasnce end that this 
is ttue of the asjority of school leavers. This study found 
that those students who suffer "disadvantages" vith respect 
to school perforsance leav« school at rates sore than five 
tises those without disadvantages and at rates 10 to 15 tiaes 
higher than those with "advantages." 

Other studies report evidence that is both extensive and 
conclusive regarding this point. In fact, it has been found 
that it requires only a few variables relating to school 
peirfor«ance and aspects of disadvantage to predict with a 
high degree of accuracy who will leave high school. 



L eaver Rates by School Types. Grade. Month. Status . Sex and 

Ethnicity ' 

Table i displays the basic finding of the study. Of the 
35,686 district students enrolled in grsdes 9-12 during 
1982-63, 1,602 left school without returning before October, 
1963 or transferring to another school or pursuing an 
alternative educational prograa. This is an overall district 
annual lesver rate of 4.5X. The earlier district study found 
that 2,119 of 38,124 students hsd left school during 1979-80. 
This is s 5.6Z lesver rste. 

Between 1979-60 end 1982-83, district totsl enrollaent 
declined by 5. 92. However, the nuaber of sehoel leavers 
declined by 24. 4t. This reduction in leaver rates between 
the 1979-80 and 1982-83 aight be due in saall part to an 
increase in student retention, but is probsbly largely due to 
the aore eoaprehensive follow-up activities of 1982-83 study 
eoapared to those of the 1979-4^0 study. If follow-up 
aeitlvities bad been equally eoaprehensive for the two 
studies, then there is littls evidence it. tthis report to 
believe thst the ra*« of th« two years would net have been 
aesrly the saae. 

Table 2 provides a distribution of school leavers by the 
month in whieh they were recorded as leaving •eh.ool for the 
1982-83 aehool year. Mora students left in June and 
Septeaber than in other aontbs. aeeountlng for itt of all 
sebool leavers. Evidently, aany students aake daeisions 
about laaving at the end or tbt beginning of a school year. 
Bewever, during each acsth of the 1962-83 aeatfeaie year an 
average of 7t of tbe aveatual total of sebool leavers left. 

Table S eoapares the school learrer rates of 1979-80 and 



TABLE 1 





SCHOOL LEAVERS, 


1979-80 M^D 19fi9-fi'9 




YEAR 


NltiBER OF 
LEAVERS 


DISTRICT 
ENROLLMENT 


AM4UAL 
LEA^.'ER RATE 


1979-80 


2,119 


38,124 


5.6 


1982-83 


1,402 


35,886 


4.5 


DIFFERENCE 


-517 


-2,238 


-0.9 


y. DIFFERENCE 


-24.4 


-5.9 


-U.l 



t 
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TABLE 2 

tCHOOL LEAVERS tT HCKTH LEFT. |fB2.t3 




MONTH 





NIMIER 




£ESCS£I 




I2« 


7.f 


7.» 


OSTfitEK '%2 


»7 


«.l 


tl.9 


m/smuK '$2 


M 


S.9 


If.B 


mumgk '02 


71 


4.4 


14.2 




ltd 


?.» 


S2.I 


nmmirr 'tt 


l>4 


?.7 


Bf.l 


IMtCN 'Bt 


lit 


«.B 


u.i 


'Bl 


117 


7.1 


Bl.f 




lit 


?.l 


tfO.f 


M 'BS 


BM 


It.t 


Bl.l 


JUIY.'BI 




B.4 




(II .1 


AUMT 'Bt 


f 


B.4 


B9.I 


urtwmM 'Bi • 


Hi 




m.i 


tBTMJ 


i«m 


IBt.l 


tH.9 



NntBi t U#l Bt»li 
B Uf I B»»l 



f It, l9Bt ar Itur. 
f II* I9B» ar tartltf. 



TABLE 3 

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY SCHOOL TYPE. 1979-80 «d 1982-83 



1979-80 



1982-83 




8R HIGH 

nn 16.15'^ 

CDNT^OPP 

ftTYPlCftL 
^ 4.61^ 

SP PROG 

CD 1.91?S 
JR HIGH 




^ 58.58*-; 
SF: HIGH 

OD 25. 80;^ 
CONT/'OPP 

SP PROS 

5.40?; 
JR HIGH 
□ 3.76-'; 
ATYPICAL 



H7<-M 







X lISTKIIUTliM 






1 

IBfikL 


I IISTRIIUTION 


mn 


110 


MIW HlflN (9TNi 




7,476 


i.» 


6.S 


14 


4,341 


S.4 


1.4 


(1) 


KllOft H16H 


1,417 


»,431 


71.2 


9.2 


«7 


34,225 


9I.S 


3.^ 


(1) 


ATTPICAL • 


IM 


1,141 


4.f 


f.l 


» 


l,tl2 


3.7 


3.0 


(1) 


arrii/cmMT • 




1,434 


11.1 


23.4 


414 


1,S11 


29.1 


28.1 


(2) 




m 


i22 




2L3 


m 




JLk 


y.6 


(2) 


TITALS 


2,111 


a, 124 


IK.S 


14 


1,482 


S8,M4 


IM.0 


4.5 


(1) 



i S 1 jrrj.^."?^^ J>r. h^ldprt I, Milt t. tJ (kt.ft.r «r.iln„t, 

If! JJc?.S2 !r 'tiinti trmfrrtl fm atothtr 

- • m It^ ii S"..^^^ Tli. wroKl ti titiMtl., th. 

* isjijnrstr ^""^ 



^IV* °^ •chool site* or progra... Both In 
1979-80^«nd 1982-83 junior high tehoolt h«d the lowest 
attrition rate* of all school or program type*. The 1979-80 
junior hl?h attrition rate of 0.5X la 10 tlaea lover than the 
overall rate for that ytar. The 1982-83 junior high rate of 
1.4X la 3 tisea lower than the overall dlatrlct rate of 4.5X. 
On the other hand, continuation and opportunity achoola 
(Garfield and Twain) and apeclal prograaa (hoaebound, 
licensed Inatltutlona , Independent atudy, and nonpublic 
achoola) had the hlgheat attrition ratea. Theae ratea were 
about four tlaef> higher than their correaponding overall 
raie«. 



In both 1979-80 and 1982-83 achool leaver ratea for aenlor 
high schoola were nearly the aaae as the corresponding 
overall district rates, in 1979-80 the difference waa very 
aaall being only 0.4 percentage polnta (5.6J overall va. 5.2X 
aenlor high). In 1982-83 the difference Is a aoaewhat larger 
0.9 percentage points (4.5X overall va. 3. 65: aenlor high). 

For atypical schools (Goapers, Mission Beach, Mulr, Wrlgh*^ 
Brothera and O'Parrall SCPA) the 1979-80 rate of 9.1% was 
Jifi*!,'***" the dlatrlct overall rate of 5.6X. while in 
1982-83 the 3. OX attrition rate for atypical achoola is lower 
than the 4.5% overall rafe. The explanation tot this 
rcveraal in ranking, the only one found in the entl'-e 
analyals, is not clear. 

In 1979-80 aenlor high achoola and the continuation and 
opportunity schools accounted for 70% and 18%, raapactively , 
of all school leavara for a total of 88%. At the aaae tiae, 
theae achoola anrolled 94% of all grade 9-12 atudanta. in 
1982-83 theae saae schoola accounted for 59% aad 25%, 
reapectlvely» of all leavara. This totals to 84% of all 
laavcra while their enrollaent waa 90% of the diatrict'a 
total* 



Table 4 coapares data on achool laavet ratea for 1979-80 and 
1982-83 according to grade leval. In both pariods» aoat of 
tha attrition oeeurrad aaong 10th and lUh gradars. Savanty 

®f.5^^ 1979-80 J.avera ware 10th or 11th gradara. m 
1V02->03» 65% of all laavars wcra also aophoaoraa or Juniors. 
Frashaea-and aaniors i«ft school at ratas balow tha ovarall 
district rata In both yaara» aeeouoting for 30% of all achool 
laavars In 1979-80 aad 35% in 1962-83. 

Tabla S eoaparas tha attris:io& raftas of aalas and faaalas for 
1979-ao and 1982-83. Tha ratio of aala to feaala laavara in 
both achool yaara la assantlallj tha aaaa» about S4X aala to 
46% faaala. Mala attrition rataa ara higher than faaala 
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vm 9 
awi 12 



1»7»-M 

xwSributkh uwer ^^sil 



mi MflfigR am 1S x^imn^i^ leaver 

2*5 l» >,144 21.8 



238 


9,M7 


11.2 




10,44^ 


M.l 


735 


»,722 


K.7 




L2££ 




2,119 


36,124 


100.0 



'•3 434 »,525 27.1 

^ tai! 13.2 

5.6 1,402 35,886 100.0 



3.8 
4.6 
6.6 
2.6 
4.5 
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Ml£S 

SCHOOL lEAVas BY SB. 1979-80 m> 1982-83 



1979-80 




S2 S4.6dr< 

HALE 

CD 45. 4©;; 



1982-63 




5S.37ri 
MrtLE 

O 4e.63;: 

FEMftLE 



JSItSL 



mi 
nm 

TVTALS 



(USES 


'am 




US 




Afi&LL 




Mil 




1M16 


14.4 


9.f 


155 


JI,SS3 


91.4 


4.4 






fiti 


9.2 


JOZ 






4.2 


2,U» 


11,124 


110 .0 


9.1 


I,4fi2 




IIS.I 


4.5 



11 



21 



r«t«i In both j««rt ac well, since the ratio between total 
enroll*^ aele* end total enrolled feaalet is nearly the oaae 
«t approziaately 5U to 49Z. 

Table 6 proyides a breakdown of school leeving by -ethnic 
groups for 1.979-80 and 1982-83. For the four aajor 
racl^.l/ethnic groups, the achool leaver rates for 1982-83 are 
3.1Z for Asian/Pacific Islander, 3.8Z for Whites, 5.1Z for 
Blacks, and 7.4Z for Hispanics. Asian/Pacific Islanders have 
the lowest attrition rates of the four groups, Asian/Pacific 
Islanders leave school at a rate four-fifths that of the 
White group while Black and Hispanic leaver rates ar«t 1.3 and 

1979-80 and 1982-83 school years, the Asian/Pacific Islander 
group's attrition rate is the lowest, followed by Whites, 
Blacks, and Hispanics. 

Table 7 provides a cross-tabulation of nuabers of leavers and 
attrition rates by grade level and racial/ethnic 
idt.ntif ication for 1982-83. There are no coaparable 1979-80 
findings. The table shows that the rank order of school 
leaver rates aaong racial/ethnic grcutjs does not vary in 
iaportant ways from grade level to grade level, excluding the 
<\merican Indian/Alaskans whose nuabers are too saall to 
provide a reliable profile. The usual rank order of 
Acian/Pacif ic Islander, White, Black, and Hispanic shifts 
some at the 9th grade and 12th grade levels. At the 9th 
grade level, the rank order is Asian/Pacific Islander, Black, 
White, and Hispanic. At the 12th grade level, the order i« 
White, Black, Asian/Pacific Islander, and Hispanic. However 
since the addition of only a few leavers to one or another 
group would rearrange the rank order again, the changes in 
order are not significant. All racial/ethnic groups leave 
school aoat frequently during the 10th and 11th grades. More 
than 35Z of each ethnic group's leavers, leave during the 
11th grad(s. ** 

Table 8 shows the distribution of school leavers for 1979-80 
and 1982-83 according to their school leaver status. All 
categories are official except "Withdrawal, under 18" which 
i» en unofficial category. (Set the aethodology section for 
an explanation.) 

For 1982-83 aost of the leavers have a "Dropped - whereabouts 
unknown" leaver status despite follow-up activities to 
deteraine what happened to these students. There are 41. 6X 
of the eases in this status, over twice as aany as any other. 
The analysis found that 30X "voluntarily" withdrew froa 
school in 1982-83. Of the 383 voluntarily withdrawing 
Isavers, 44X or 169 were under age 18. The statuses of 
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TABLE 6 

tCHOOL LEXERS BY rwiClTY, lf79-80 im-83 






(USES 








£ 


19B2.IH 

IBIkTtlBUriDK » Lfi«J» 


ntmt 


417 




lt.9 


23.fi 


9.2 


411 


9,977 


19.S 


25.7 7.4 


mn 


i,ei2 




«t.S 


91.1 


4.8 


743 


1»,>«1 


95.0 


4«.4 S.I 


fiMCX 


417 


9,171 


1S.4 


19.7 


7.1 


293 


9,774 


K.l 


11.3 9.1 




111 


2,131 


<.9 


9.2 


4.2 


147 


4,4r 


13.1 


».2 9.1 




t. 


114 


•.} 




2.< 


• 


117 


1.3 


i.s 


iMifiCNTiriD 


JO, 


* 


• 






* 








2«U9 


«,1» 


lll.l 


llfi.l 


9.< 


1,IC2 


8,lld 


118.1 


110.1 4.9 
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TABLE 7 




■ HISPftNZC 
CD BLACK 



23 



UHIT£ 



Made 



ICTh 

Made 



IITH 

Made 



ITTM 
MADE 



tOTALt 



194S 
4.1 

27.1 



1S78 
7.0 
29.3 



1«3 
1S74 

10.2 



43 

iOlo 



4.0 

20.3 
lO.S 
2.7 



411 
1977 

2.4 

29.7 
110.0 
29.0 



17« 
4IS0 

2.« 

90.3 
23.7 
10. » 



ASIAN 



202 
91 37 

t.9 

4«.S 

27.2 
12.« 



290 
9079 

9.1 

42.9 
•4.7 

Itf.l 



107 
4443 

2.3 

•0.9 
14.4 
4.7 



743 

19731 

2.1 

44.4 
110.0 
44.4 



93 
1919 

2.3 

13.1 
11.1 
2.3 



•3 

13S0 

9.4 

l».l 
20.3 
9.2 



124 

1903 

9.4 

20.1 
43.0 
7.» 



21 
1204 

2.4 

14.4 
10.4 
.l.» 



INDIAN 

»»MN 2Srj^ 



293 
1774 

S.l 

11.2 
110.0 
11.2 



24 

1200 

0.2 

4.1 

14.3 
1.3 



37 

1213 

2.0 

1.3 

29.1 
2.3 



93 
11»2 

4.4 

».l 
27.4 
2.4 



2] 
1010 

2.1 

14.« 

21.1 
l.» 



147 
4417 

2.1 

».2 
110.0 
♦.2 



2 
24 

9.4 

0.4 

23.0 
0.1 



2S 

1.0 

0.3 
29.0 
0.1 



23 

12.1 

1.7 

•C.O 

9.2 



3 
23 



1.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



290 
»144 



II 
lit 

4.0 

0.9 
100.0 
0.9 



100.0 
21.0 
21.0 



434 

n23 

4.4 

100.0 
27.1 
27.1 



404 
tlO] 

4.4 

100.§ 
27.0 
27.1 



212 
•034 



2.4 

100.0 
12.2 
12.2 



1M2 
99004 

4.9 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 



UAVEKS 



UAVEK dftTE 



JS Of LiAVEItS 

TOT or Lunns 



14 



24 



TABLE 8 

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, l»7f.80 AND 1W2-B3 



eeo 




Tee 




600 




1 ' * 


500 






400 






300 




-J 

4 

'i 


200- 




* 
4 
i 


100 




'\ 

4 ' 
4 






4 




MOPFED-WHEREABOJTS [MiK 
PMRRIEO 

UlTHDMUAL, UNDER 1ft 
WTHDftRUAL. 1ft ft A/ER 
^UtL-TIME IMPLOYMENT 
HD^Al CONDlTIiM (1) 
IMRDSHIP 

TOTALS 

NOTEi I. In tli» 197f-ftO i 
*Cic^t-TfManer 



1»79-BP 



MUHBgR 


y. OlSTRlfiUTION 


■ OP LEA'jgl^g 


M? 


22.4 


47 


2.2 


231 


10.9 


429 


20.1 


294 


12.0 


410 


If.S 


»• 


0.1 


2,ll» 


100.0 



Nlt^BgP 


Z DISTRIBJIK^ 


OF L^A'jfPc 


667 


41.4 


98 


3.4 


149 


10.9 


214 


13.4 


272 


17.0 


144 


10.2 


e 


0.9 






1*402 


100.0 



it ctttftorr «•» ctlitd 



ERIC 



IS 



total o^ 7.2t of th« 1982-83 th« .chool l«avftr«. 

JiJSIfifr/^ * indict. . f.h.t th.r. ..y h.ve b««n «n 

Jr;ru?t i?ti;':!!r?' r.t..tlcn of .t«d.nt. who «o«ld 

\l I : «^ ' l«*v«r ttatut cat«gorl«« of "withdrawal, 

18 ft over" or ".•ni.i condition! Interfering with .chool 
•tt.nd.nce.' For -withdraw.!, 18 * ov.r" th. nu.blr of 
l..v«r. decline, froa 425 in 1979-80 to 2U In 1982-83. . 50J 
r.ductlon. For "..nt.l condition. Int.rf.rlnJ with .choJl 

lol llAl fJ'"f* l"^"*- Thl. 1. . r.ductlon of 

f^el.J?!! r.ductlon.. Th. oth.r U.v.r .t*tu. 

c.t.gorl.. .r« ....ntl.Uy unch.ng.d fro« 1979-80 to 1982-83. 

Some of thl. reduction 1. c.rt.inly du. to the aor. 

j;;;'^^*"^''*/'""®? foUow-up proc.dur.. .nd .o.e re.ult. 
from the gre.ter nu.ber. of .tud.nt. exe.pt.d to .It.ro.tlve 

Inrf^J"*^''':*?"* ^^^^^ •^^^''^^ dlplo... .dult .duc.tlon 

Idli JilllV * ^ 'tJld^t. were .«..pt.d for t.rn.tlve 
educ.tlon.l progr.a. whll. In 1982-83 there were 909. 

hiii'^L'.ri.'f"^''^''* "eaptlon prob.bly would h.ve 

^uh;^^!^; 1 J <>" <>« t»»e two c.t.gon.. Showing 

•ubot.ntl.l decline. Thu. , the dl.trlct .pp.er. to b- 
ret.ittlng aore students who .re potentl.l l..v.r.. 

Ilcl!w.Jh^ri**:" • cross-t.bul.tlon of nuaber. of L.v.rs by 
r.cl.l/ethnlc group .nd leaver .c.tu. for 1982-83. With few 

P"PO"lon. of ..ch r.cl.l/.thnlc group .aong 
th. .even leaver .t.tu. c.t.gorl.. .r. the .... (.l. th. * 
Brii;^f;«!?f' fl8«re.). Bow.ver. Ul.ck. did l..v. .chool 

in^il^Jt;; Jh-i*:;*.*'*'*""'^^ f-U-tlae eaployaent or to 

get a.rried than other group.. White, le.ve .t . 

JnJn?I^^?^r*f!i^ "-nt.! condition. 

Interferrlng with .chool .tt.nd».nce" c.tegory then other 
• thnlc groups. Asl.n/P.clf Ic lf.l.nd.r. .I.a to 1..°* !^ 
dl.proportlon.tcly hlgh.r nuaber. to get a.rried or to 
withdrew when over 18. However, even In theJe exclpt^on. to 
the overall proportions (the l..t coluan of T.bl. 9) only . 
f.w aor. or 1... l.aver. would ch.nge the re.ult. So thl.l 
difference, .re not highly .Ignlflc.nt. 

An B.tla.t.d Four-Year Cuaul.tlv . Tr.ckln.^ Attrition R.te 

mij 10 dl.pl.y. . .l.ul.tlon aod.l for c.lcul.tlng 
cuaul.tlv. four-y..r tr.cking gr.du.tion .nd attrition r.te.. 
It tt.e. a. p.r.aeter. th. 1982-83 .nnu.l attrition r^J.^by 
fr.de reported in T.bl. 4. The aodel propo.e. . hypo".tlcal 
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SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS AND ETtWlClTY. IfeS-BS 



• 


HISP^IC WKITE 


BLACK 


ASIAN 
PACIFIC 


aH indi^ 
^sk«n total 




STATUS 
















DROPPED 
WHERE UNK 


117 
26.5 
"43.1 
11.0 


276 
41.4 
37.1 
17.2 


146 
21.9 
49.8 

9.1 


67 
10.0 
43.5 
4.2 


] 

0.1 
12.5 
0.1 


•6/ 

100.0 
41.6 
4% 6 


LEAVERS 
ROU V. OF 

COL y nc 

TOT V. OF 


HARRIED 


14 
24.1 
3.4 
0.9 


24 
41.4 

3.2 
l.S 


3 

5.2 
1.0 
0.2 


17 
29.3 
11.6 ' 
1.0 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


9D 

100.0 
3.6 
3.6 


WITHDRAWAL 
UNDER 16 


35 
20.7 
8.5 
2.2 


SOS 
62.1 
14.1 

6.4 


25 
34.6 
8.5 
1.6 


3 
1.7 
2.0 
0.2 


] 

0.6 
12.5 
0.1 


100.0 
10.5 
10.5 




WITHDRAWAL 
18 4 OVER 


Si 
23.8 
12.4 
3.2 


78 
:>6.4 

lb. 5 

4.9 


50 
23.4 
17.1 
3.1 


33 
19.4 
22.4 - 

2.1 


2 
0.1 
25.0 
0.2 


«i ^ 

4 W V « V 

13.4 
13.4 




FULL-TIKE 
DiPLOYMENr 


77 
28^3 
18.7 
4.6 


146 
94.4 
19.9 

9.2 


26 
9.6 
8.9^ 
1.6 


19 
7.0 
12.9 
1.2 


2 

0.7 
25.0 
0.1 


*f c 

100.0 
17.C 
17.0 




HEhTTAL 


44 


97 
99.1 
13.1 
6.1 


16 
9.8 
S.S « 
1.0 










CONDITION 


26.6 
10.7 
2.7 


6 

3.6 
4.1 
0.4 


] 

0.6 
12.9 
0.1 


100.0 
10.2 
10.2 




HARDSHIP 


2 

S7.9 
0.7 
0.2 


0 

0.0 
0.0 

6.0 


s 

i2.S 
1.7 
O.f 


0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


B 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


100.0 
0.9 
0.9 




1 


10 

«0.v 

2.4 

o.« 


IS 
M.O 
2.1 
0.9 


22 
44.0 
7.9 

9.4 


2 
4.0 
1.4 
0.1 


1 

2.0 
!2.5 
0.1 


90 
100.0 
3.1 
1.2 




TOTALS 


411 
29.7 
100.0 
29.7 


743 
46.4 
100.0 
46.4 


293 
11.3 

100.0 
11.3 


147 
9.2 
100.0 
9.2 


• 

0.9 
100.0 
0.8 


1402 

100.0 
180.^ 
100 .w 
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TABLE 10 



A SIHULATION MODEL FOR ESTir*^T2N0 A FOUR-YEAR 
CmULATIVE TRACKING ATTRITION 5WTE 



1000 



8RA0E 9 

- 3. ay. 

- 36 



962 



GRADE 10 



9^2 




GRADE 11 
- 6.6'/. 




SRADUATES 
79. X{ 

18 



28 



• .tl..ted cumulative .ttrltl^n JIU of leJSz! 

Leaver Rate, wit h Re, pert to "Adv.ntaRe/Di^,dv^n^.^,» 

» ^:^•pLr:•:;•:;::--./i«^:-^l.i^;^'-,•:-"- 
thl. theei.. •v«ll«bl« to thl« study oupport 

Table 11 .howt the school leaver rate* by a£e for 1982-83 
Sl«ty percent of all the 1982-83 l««ver. aJJl? i.ir. a 
: l";h.'5"" 'V ""V^ iIJ"r: "oild^Je'Ty'^ar" 

Sill. Jlw'fSx'irtJJ'i*^' '""r 

waxim onxy ijx of the leaver* are eenlore T.hii. a> 

•ufge.t. that .any of the l.avero have Slei JtiJ'Ji!/!, 

• «"««-"bulatlott of attrition rate* by ace at 
leaving and r.clal/.thnlc Identlf ictlon for 1982-83 ThI 

:Si:i*J:::i:;" '•'j*'^!'*'^**^ i^oup". ha%i'.'i'.jjiar''* 

•cnool leaving patteroi In that for each crottn at lea>» *?» 

iiiJMi:: y?"*^*'* ^^^^ i»iJ«/?JeJfii":i.ndir. 

il?:!* f 5t«qtt«tttly at 17 than any other areup hut at 
rtUtlvel, higher r.tot at 18 and 19/20. oJlv 14 2Z It .hi. 

tha other athnlc groupa. On the other haJd. 40.82 It the 
A.lan/Paclflc Z.landera laaTe at age le and 12.21 at 19/5o 
eo.par.d to average, of 25Z at 18 Ind it It 19/" tot til 
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A-lJE AT LEA'JtNip • 


NUHBER 
LEA'JINB 


PERCENT 
DlSTRlp^rrjgM 


CUMULATIVI 
PERCETJT 


13/14 YEARS OLD 


52 


3.2 


3.2 


15 YEARS OLD 


210 


13.1 


14.4 


16 YEARS OLD 


379 


23.7 


40.0 


17 YEARS OLD 


489 


90.5 


70.5 


16 YEARS OLD 


417 


26.0 


96.6 


19/20 YEARS OLD 










100.0 


vrrALS 


1,^02 






100.0 


190.0 



erJc 



20 

30 



tAtLE 12 

•WOOL LCA^RS lY A6E m> ET»f<lClTy, t»82-t3 




HISPANIC 
BLACK 



IN6 



S3 UNITE 
Sa ASIAN^CIFIC 



HitMN:c mm 



AGE 



•tACK H^CinC MA|««< TOTAL 



YIARS OLD 




«1 

2.0 

i.a 


12 

29.0 
4.4 
I.I 


9 

fx 

I.S 


• 9 

1.0 
1.0 
1.0 


92 

100. 0 

2.2 
9.2 


IS 

TEARS OLD 


24.1 

12.7 
2.2 


1 j# 

U.f 
JS.2 
7.0 


24 

11.4 
1.2 

1.9 


» 

7.!' 
IS. 4 
1.2 


1 

I.S 
12.S 
1.1 


210 

4V¥ • V 

IS.l 
11.1 


I* 

Tl^ftS 0L& 


•4 

24.1 

22. f 
S.7 


IM 

47.4 

29.2 

11.7 


7i 

11.7 
24.2 
4.4 


22 

4.1 
1S.4 
1.4 


9 

l.i 
97.9 
1.2 


977 

100.0 

as.7 
as.7 


17 

VIAM OLD 


111 

f4.1 
tt.7 
7.4 


m 
t2.e 

M.7 
14.1 


ft 

11.4 
».7 
1.4 


tl 

4.S 
14.2 
1.9 


a 

1.4 

J9.0 
9.1 


447 

100.0 

90.9 
».9 


11 

• 


121 

19.4 
7.4 


147 

».» 
tt.t 
7.2 


•7 

n.f 

17.7 
t.4 


40 

14.4 
40.1 

9.7 


a 

9.9 

29.0 
9.1 


417 
190.9 

a4.o 
a4.o 


VlMt 8U 


12 

tt.« 
S.2 
•.• 


14 

a».i 

t.2 
1.9 


• 

14.9 

a.7 

4.9 


II 

12.7 
12.2 
t.l 


9 

9.9 
9.0 
9.9 


•9 

190.9 
9.4 
9.4 




411 


Ml 




147 


4 


1412 




a.7 

tt.7 


44.4 
IM.I 
44.4 


at.i 

IN.I 
14.2 


4.t 
IIS. I 
•.t 


9.9 
199.9 
4.9 


199.9 
i99.9 
199.9 



40U •/. or LIA'.^ftS 
COL X or ilMfERS 

TOT at or wumi 



othtr groups. Th* tchool l*«vftr crott-cattgory In T.blt 11 

* proport;-n of .chool It.vtr. i« 17 year old 

Whlt««. Th«y rtpreteot 16 of •!! gchool l«av«r«. 

Ji***^!'*,**?" °° P°^°^ -v.r.ge (CPA) of 

the 1982-83 -school leavers. It show, thet poor school 

perforynce is relsted to school leaving. Tor those leevers 

for which CPA date Is available (1,249 of 1,602 total case.), 

over 70X have CPA's below 2.0. Over half o£ the leavers 

fall«id to achxeve CPA's of 1.5 and over a quarter h«d CPA's 

less than 1.0. i « «rA ■ 

On the other hand, almost 7X of the leavers had CP* a higher 
thAn 3.0. School leaving for low achievers might be 
accounted for In large part by the student's continual 
experience of failure. Bowever, school leaving for hlth 
achieving Btudeot. might be partly accounted for by the lack 
of sufficient academic challenge and reward. 

The raading and math achievement test scores of the 1982-83 
school leavers displayed In Tables 14 and 15 confirm the 
relationship between academic achievement and school leaving. 
School lefvers are disproportionately represented In the 
lower achlevea-nt quartlles with 75X of the school leavers 
having reading and math acores In the bottom half of all test 
takers. Over 50% of the school leavers have reading te«£ 
scores In the bottom quartlle while UX have math scores In 
the bottom quartlle. On the other hand, only about lOX of 
all school leavers score In the top quartlle of reading and 
oath achievement. 

TS^J! "^'y "disadvantage" findings of Tables 

10 (Age), 13 (CPA), and 14 (Reading Test Score) and displays 
them together with additional performance disadvantage 
findings. The categories In this table are not mutually 
tJSj";^'^'* The table shows that 23Z of those Imavlng in 
1982-83 were subjects of "School Initiated Placement," that 
l». of a transfer from one school to another because of an 
Incompatablllty between the student and the first school. 
Whatever the particular reason for the Incompatibility. It Is 
an indication of a condition that Impairs the student's 

Ptrform. This table also shows that 16Z percent 

If lllA Vni'^l ^"^V" Identified handicapped students, 

or those, 70Z have a learning disability*. Further, 



• For tome categories In Table 16 a further breakout was 
poseibie. Important features of those breakout 
are reported in the text and sometimes not shown in tables. 
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TABLE 13 

•CHOOL LEAVERS BY 6PA LEVEL, IM2-B3 




2902-63 



OPfi LSUELS 





NIMBER 


PERCENT 


0.0 THRU 0.49 


f5 


5.9 


O.S THRU 0.99 


242 


15.1 


1 .0 THRU 1 .49 


S29 


20.5 


1.9 THRU 1.99 


230 


14.4 


2.0 THRU 2.49 


171 


io.7 


2.S THRU 2.99 


too 


tf.2 


f .0 THRU 1.49 


94 


a.4 


9.9 THRU 4.09 


2B 


1.7 


nilSiND MSES 


1S2 


22,0 


TOTALS 


liM2 


100.0 



VALID 


VALID 


KRCET^ 


CUMULATIVE 


OlSTRlBl/TlttJ 


PERC^n 


7,6 


7.6 


19.4 


27.0 


26.3 


83.3 


10.4 


71.7 


13.7 


05.4 


0.0 


93.4 


4.2 


»7.7 


2.2 


100.0 


mttiNB 




soo.o 


100.0 



........... Mr.«t.^^,:^^!i,^l^s^•/''.s,*•.•;J;.^ 



eric;. 
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TABLE 14 

..SCHOOL LEAVERS BY READING TEST LEVEL, XW2-83 




HQ 52. leTi 
1ST QRT 



22:-. 

2ND QRT 

15. le;; 

3RD QRT 

O le.ee;^ 

4TH QRT 





NUMBER 
LEAViNg 




UALID 


VALID 


READING TEST Jfpop 


PERCENT 
Dl STRIBLTTIONJ 


PERCENT 
DlSTRlBUTigN 


CUMULATIVE 

PERCErn 


BOTTOM QUARTILE 


363 


22.7 


92.1 


S2.1 


SECOND QUARTILE 


153 


9.6 


22.0 


74.1 


THIRD QUARTILE 


105 


6,6 


15.1 


89.2 


TOP QUARTILE 


75 


4.7 


10.8 


100.0 


HISSING CASES 


9Qi 


S6.6 






TOTALS 


1,602 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 



NOTEi 



Of th» l.tf02 Iftvfr 

£.! ^••?"»9 ^•♦^ not rtcordtcS in tht cenputtr dtttbttt. 
tri\.lll '? 5 •''"''I <»i»*''ibutioft' and 'vol Id eunulativt Mretnt' rtftr 
MM. " •••''"'»<*9» diMributlon txdudino th» aitting data 



24 



TABLE 15 

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY HATH TEST LEVEL, 1^82-83 




DH 44. 

1ST QRT 
2NIi QRT 

^ 15. 

3RD QRT 

CD 9.20'^; 
4TH QRT 



NUMBER 
LEAVING 


PERCENT 

WSTRIBifrjgw 


UALID 
PERCENT 

DlSTRIfiUTipi. 


VMLIO 
CUMULATIVE 


294 


18.4 


44.1 


44.1 


207 


12.9 


31.1 


75.2 


104 




" IS.tf 


90.6 


41 


a.e 


f.2 


100.0 


2^ 


SB J 






J|402 


100.0 


too.o 


100.0 



KOTH TgeT j^cppp 
BOTTOM OUARTILE 
SECOND OUARTILE 
THIRD OUARTILE 
TOP OUARTILE 
MISSING CASES 
TOTALS 



CAMt. ptrctattQt dittritoytlw ticlytfino th» •ittinfi dAU 



ERIC 
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TABLE 16 

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY CATEGORIES OF 'OlSACMANTAGE' , 1982-83 

1982-83 LgAUgRS 



nunocrc 
LEAVING 


P<ROi,t/irMy 


LEAVER 


PERCENT OF 


(LEP) 196 


2,«05 


7.5 


12.2 


260 


4,396 (1) 


5.9 


16.2 


367 






22.9 


39 


mm 




3.9 


240 


9,120 (2) 


4.7 


IS.O 


996 






71.7 (3) 


961 






60.0 


363 






52.1 (3) 


1,602 


35,886 


4.5 


100.0 



HANDICAPPED 

SCHOOL INITIATED PLACEMENT 

PERSONAL/SOCIAL ADJUSTMENT 

SUSPENDED AT LEAST ONCE 

OPA BELOU 2.0 

17 YRS 4 OVER 

BOTTOM READING QUARTILE 

TOTAL FOR DISTRICT <4> 



notes: T;;...^.,,... Jj;^-n.^.;jm p.M,clp..,o„ .,„„ 

2. Numbtr of incidtntt r.thtr than undupllcattd student*. 

3. Th..r *l9ur.. .r. c*lcul*t.d .Kcludlng c..e. «h.r. d.t* «|„|ng. 
c;uTr*i?J.""* ovrUpplng and mining 
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15X of the 1.602 le.vet. (or 240) were .u.pended fro. echool 

in '^i^it""*" •«*P"«»«<i. 77X were Iniolyd 

^29X) or dl.ruptlve behavior (48X). 
till I I I °f •utpec.lon. relet-ed to druj .bu.e. Thl. 

K Indicates .oclal and echool allen<.tlon tfhlch 

can be both an outcome and a cause of poor achool 
performance. 

Studenta with limited Bngll.h proflcltncy (LKP atudenta) 

U.v.ra *nd Uft at a rate of 

Il«i;./Jilw*K °^ dlatrlct overall rate, 

l-lmlted EngU.h proficiency la t charact%^l«tlc that la a 
dlaadvantage in achool |>erf ormanre and K^raiat«n«ft, 



*i.n!„}I ^^A^l*l* a racial/ethnic breakdown of Ml atudenu^. 
»A»panlc and Indochineae LBP atudenta leave achool at rates 

J?J!«***'t*JiM'^**'*f than non-LEP atudenta p# tht Mm ethnic 
group. LEP Ulapanic atudenta leave achool at a rtt# l^lce a-^ 
great aa non-LEP Biapanlca and LEP Indochineae leave at a 
rate four tlmea aa great ae their non-LEP Indochineae 
claaamatea. 

The table alao ahowa that non-LEP Indochineae have the loweat 
attrition rate of any raclal/etlmic group identified in thl. 
atudy. However, non-LEP Biapanlca have an attrition rate 1.4 
lilV f'*!'*L5*'*'' dlatrlct rate and 1.7 tlmea 

that of the Hhltea. Thia auggeata that there are unexplained 
factora affecting tchool peraiatence that ere unique to 
Hiapanica and Indochineae. 

Table 18 providea data on the relationship between 

advantagea" and achool leaving. Thoae atudenta 
participating In programa that aupport poaitive intereat and 
aueeeaa In achool. namely the VEEP, magnet, and g\fted 
•tudent programa, ahow leaver ratea from 1/4 to 1/15 of the 
aiatrict average. Theae atudenta compriae Jll of the 1952-83 
grade 9-12 enrollment yet only 5.4X of the leavera, aaauming 
mo overlap among the eategoriea. Studenta vho perform well 
in achool, aa meaaured by CPA' a and reading and math 
achievement teatt, compriae leaa than llX of the achool 
leavera. Thia compares to the 52X and 72X of achool leavera 

i^^rji!? ^V.^^ V'V* ^''•••^ reading quartlle and 

•1th CPA's belo* 2.0, respectively. 

tttmmarv of yindinsa 

Xm sum, 1962-83 studsnta left diatriet schools in patterne 
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lAlLE 17 



I 




12fi2zfi2. 



LEAUER TYPP 




ENROLL 


|RER6E^f^ OP 


L&M/ER 


ALL HISPANIC 


411 


8,577 


IS.S 


7.4 


LEP 


110 


•78 


0.9 


12.8 


MM-LEP 


301 


4,6W 


13.1 


tf.4 



PEKCQ^ OP 

ALL LEAUPBS 

28.7 
4.9 
18.9 



ALL INDOCHINESE 
LEP 

NQN-LEP 



97 


2,249 


4.3 


4.3 


8.2 


77 


1,474 


4.1 


S.2 


4.8 


10 


778 


2.2 


1.3 


O.tf 
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Table le 

SCHOOL LEAVERS BY CAT2D0R1ES OF 'A0<JWrrA6E', 19B2-83 













ADWAf^AGE CATEfi^RY 




NUMBER 
LEAiJlNI^ 


ENROLLMENT 


LEA-^ER 
KATE 


PERCEm OF 
LEAVERS 


WEEP PR06R/V1 




46 


4,093 (1> 


1.2 


3.0 


HAGNH PR06R/^S 




30 


4,»44 <1> 


o,i 


1.9 


GIFTED PROGtV^ 




7 


2,398 


0.3 


0.4 


6PA ABOVE 3.0 




fi2 


» 




6.6 (2> 


TOP READING OUARTILE 










ID.B <2> 


TOTAL FOR DISTRICT (3> 


1,602 


35,886 


4.5 


100.0 


NOTES: 1. Th«s« iigur«s 


r»pr»Mnt 7-l2th Qrtd* pArticipAtien ftinc* -fiQurts 4or 
»r» not AvAiUbU. " 


2. Th»»» fiBur«t «rt e«1cuUt*d •xclud 


ing cASAS MhAr* dAtA 


«As missing. 


3. Columns do not 
c*t*goM'«t. 




to totAU b*CAus« 0* ovcrlApping And nitting 



ERIC 
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.Ithoujh th. d.clin. in r.t.. b.tw.n iH^So 'nS SSiij? i. 

IrlV.A^ c° V"* ""P^i^^^^iv. 1982-83 follow-up 

proc.dur.. San Di«go Unifitd School Di.trict ittritlon 

IV.lllV •"-"-^•^"t With tho.e fo«nd"ii'St;:rji\'»ict 



P«foUlLrSni5'/l!' P"P°«'-^^°°- th.t poor performance .nd 
i^tSe Sr.JrJct Ind tif:* "7?^"' ^'l^ ^^f^^ Attrition r.te. 

p.rf::.ii:rid".;;ig I* o:"!i r^'rh'M:r" 

low attrition rate.: ""'^^^^ ^ persistence and 
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III. RECOMMENDATION 

The di.trict- •hould develop early intervention and other 
•chool leaver prevention prograns to reduce the nuaber of 
•chool leaver., paying apecial attention to the Hiapanic and 
Black student* who are especially at ri.k. of^leaving school 
before receiving a high achool diploma. ' 
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APPENDIX A 

Individual Site Data for School Leavere 
Ethnicity and Statua, 1982-83 



TABLE J 

1chq5l siT f — -^^^ 



BELL 

COLLIER 

HALE 

MARSTON 
MEMORIAL 
MOr^BOMERY 
MUIRLANDS 
BEACH 
PERSHING 
ROOSEVELT 
HANOLEY 
TAFT 
WILMN 



0 
0.0 


4 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


2 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


6 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


9 

90.0 


1 

10.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


10 
100.0 


1 

90.0 


1 

90.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


2 

100.0 


2 

SO.O 


2 

90.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


4 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

60.0 


1 

20.0 


1 

20.0 


0 

0.0 


5 

100.0 


3 

90.0 


1 

16.7 


2 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


6 

100.0 


11 
9i .7 


1 

8.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


12 
100.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


7 

77.8 


1 

11.1 


1 

11.1 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


9 

100.0 


} 

33.3 


2 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0- 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

79.0 


1 

29.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


4 

100.0 


4 

33.3 


S 

4J.7 


2 

U.7 


0 

0.0 


1 

8.3 


12 
100.0 


1 

33.3 


2 

66.7 


6 

0.0 


8 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


1 

33.3 


1 

33,3 


J 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

75.0 


1 

29.0 


0 
0.0 


0 

0.0 


4 

100.0 
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TABLE 1 
(CQKTINUEO) 

INDIVIDUAL SITE CATA FOR SCHOOL LEA^^ERS BY ETKNICITY, 1982-83 



NUMBER*! i 
ROU '/ 1 








ASIAN 


m INDIAN 




<1SPAN1C 


UHITE 


BLACK 


PACIFIC 


ALASKM4 


TOTAI 


BwnggL siie 














CLAIREMONT 


21 


U 


4 


1 


0 


42 


-■ 


so.o 


33.1 


9.5 


2.4 


0.0 


100.0 


CRAUFORD 


6 


24 


6 


9 


0 






17.1 


40.0 


17.1 


25.7 


0.0 


100.0 


GOHPERS 


0 


1 


3 


0 


0 


4 




0.0 


25.0 


75.0 


0.0 


0.0 


100.0 


HENRY 


6 


26 


8 


12 


0 


52 




11. S 


SO.O 


15.4 


23.1 


0.0 


100.0 


HO(X>ER 


20 


31 


8 


19 


0 


78 




25.6 


39.7 


10.3 


24.4 


0.0 


100.0 


KEARNY 


9 


35 


7 


48 


2 


lOi 




8.9 


34.7 


6.9 


47.5 


2.0 


100.0 


LA JOLLA 


8 


17 


3 


1 


0 


29 




27.6 


38. <S 


10.3 


3.4 


0.0 


100.0 


LINCOLN 


25 


2 


6B 


3 


0 


98 




25. 9 


2.0 


69. A 


3.0 


0.0 


100.0 


MADISON 


1 


15 


1 


1 


0 


23 




4.3 


65.2 


4.3 


4.3 


0.0 


100.0 


HIRA MESA 


5 


39 


2 


3 


0 


49 




10.2 


79.6 


4.1 


6.1 


0.0 


100.0 


MISSION BAY 


8 


30 


2 


1 


0 






19.5 


73.2 


4.9 


2.4 


0.0 


100.0 


MORSE 






2U 


8 


0 


71 




32.4 


28.2 


28.2 


11.2 


0.0 


100.0 


POINT LOhW 


23 


44 


3 


1 


0 


71 




32.4 


62.0 


4.2 


1.4 


0.0 


100.0 


UNIV CITY 


2 


14 


3 


3 


0 


22 




9cl 


62.6 


13.6 


13.6 


0.0 


100.0 



A-4 

44 



TABLE i 

INOiyiDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL^iSvERS BY ETtWICITY. 1982-83 



SAN DIEGO 116 
..-61.1 


33 
17.4 


35 
18.4 


6 

3.2 


0 

O.C 


190 
100.0 


StRRA 3 
8.6 


22 
62.9 


3 

8,6 


7 

20.0 


0 

0.0 


35 
100.0 


WRIBKT BROS 11 
37.9 


10 
34.5 


S 

17.2 


1 

3.4 


2 

6.9 


29 
100.0 


6ARFIELD 56 
23.5 


131 
S5.0 


47 
19.7 


4 

1.6 


0 

0.0 


238 
100.0 


tmhin 21 


123 
69.9 


23 
13.1 


7 

4.0 


2 
1.1 


176 
100.0 


RILEY J 
7.1 


11 
78.6 


2 

K.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


14 
100.0 


h'FARRELL SCPA 0 
0.0 


3 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


nuiR ALT 1 
11.1 


7 

77.8 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


1 

11.1 


9 

100.0 


HOME/HOSPITAL 7 
18.9 


16 
43.2 


32.4 


z 

9.4 


0 

0.0 


37 
100.0 


Lie INSTIT 2 
4.4 


33 
73.3 


8 

17.8 


2 
4.4 


0 

0.0 


48 

iOO.O 


NONPUBLIC SCH 0 
0.0 


9 

190.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


8 

100.0 


INDEP STUDY 9 
26.3 


4 

21.1 


10 

52. 6 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


19 

109.0 


TOTALS 411 
28.7 


743 

49. e 


293 
18.3 


23 
1.4 


147 
9.1 


1602 
100.0 



fil"*t83-l3'""*'* •••ch had no tcheot Itavtrt 



A-5 
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N»1BEM 
SCHOOL filTg 



TABLE 2 

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, 1982-83 



BELL 


4 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


1 

U.7 


0 

0.0 


0 
0.0 


0 

0.0 


u 

0.0 


6 

100.0 


COLLIER 


9 

90.0 


1 

10.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


A 

u 

0.0 


4 A 

10 
100.0 


DATM 


2 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


A 

u 

0.0 


2 

100.0 


HALE 


3 

75.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


1 

25.0 


0 

0.0 


A 

u 

0.0 


100.0 




4 

60.0 


0 

0.0 


1 

20.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


Q 

0.0 


100.0 


HARSTON 


4 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


2 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


A 

u 

0.0 


100.0 


MEMORIAL 


8 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


2 

16.7 


2 

16.7 


0 

0.0 


Q 

0.0 


A 
U 

0.0 


4 O 

12 
100.0 


MOhfTGOMERY 


3 

100.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


A 

u 

0.0 


100.0 


MUIRLi^OS 


6 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


2 

22.2 


1 

11.1 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


g 

0.0 


100.0 


PAC BEACH 


2 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


1 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


Q 

0.0 


100.0 


PERSHING 


3 

75.0 


0 

0.0 


1 

25.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


g 

0.0 


A 

H 

100.0 


ROOSEVELT 


4 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


5 

41.7 


1 

8.3 


2 

16.7 


n 

V 

0.0 


A 
U 

0.0 


4 

12 
100.0 


8TANDLEY 


2 

66.7 


0 

0.0 


J 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


TAFT 


. 1 
33.3 


0 

0.0 


1 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


1 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


3 

100.0 


WILSON 


2 

so.o 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


2 

50.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


4 

100.0 
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TABLE 2 
(CCKTINUED) 

INDIVIDUAL SITE D^TA POR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS. 1982-83 



NjJ^BER I WHE'^g VKN m^ViP WITHDmUAL EMPLOY MENTAL t^^RDSHIP PRe'gNANT TOTAL 
SCHOOL SITg 



CUIREMONT 


12 
28.6 


1 

2.4 


12 
28.6 


10 
23.8 


9.5 


2 

4.8 


J 

2.4 


n 
100.0 


CRAUFORD 


17 
48.6 


1 

2.9 


17.1 


8 

22.3 


0.0 


Q 

0.0 


8.6 


100.0 


60HPERS 


2 

50.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


n 

V 

0.0 


2 

50.0 


g 

0.0 


100.0 


HENRY 


23 
44.2 


2 

3.8 


17 
32.7 


9 

17.3 


) 

1.9 


U 

0.0 


0.0 


100.0 


HOOVER 


36 
46.2 


5 

6.2 


1] 
14.1 


10 
12.8 


14 

17.9 


Q 

0.0 


2 
2.6 


79 

100.0 


KEARNY 


46 
45.5 


12 
11 .9 


23 
22.8 


16 

IS. 8 


3 
3.0 


Q 

0.0 


] 

1.0 


1 Ul 

100.0 


LA JOLLA 


19 
65.5 


0 

0.0 


3 

10.3 


7 

24.1 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


n 

0.0 


29 
100.0 


LINCOLN 


56 
57.1 


2 
2.0 


22 
22.4 


11.2 


0 

0.0 


] 

1.0 


A 
O 

6.1 


98 
100.0 


MADISON 


4 

17.4 


1 

4.3 


10 
43.5 


7 

30.4 


0 

0.0 


0.0 


] 

4.3 


23 
100.0 


HIRA MESA 


46.9 


2.0 


4 4 

1 1 

22.4 


28.6 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


49 

100.0 


HISSIQN BAY 


19 
46.3 


0 

0.0 


IS 
36.6 


6 

14.6 


1 

2.4 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


41 

100.0 


HORSE 


35 
49.3 


2 
2.8 


16 
22.5 


0 

11.3 


7 
9.9 


1 

1.4 


2 
2.6 


71 
100.0 


rOINT LO^M 


16 
29. 4 


3 

4.2 


14 

19.7 


35 
49.3 


1 

1.4 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


71 
100.0 


UNIV CITY 


9 

40.9 


0 

0.0 


7 

31. e 


5 

22.7 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


1 

4.S 


22 
100.0 



ERIC 



A-7 

47 



TABLE 2 
(CONTINUED) 

INDIVIDUAL SITE DATA FOR SCHOOL LEAVERS BY STATUS, l?82-83 

^^^l^ I iiSsUM flftS&l£C Mllhfififlfc^ aiO^ MENTAL ^»»RDSHTP PREGNANT TOTAL 
SCHOOL SIT^ 



SAN DIEGO 


111 
58.4 


6 
3.2 


34 
17.9 


29 
15.3 


5 

2.6 


0 


5 

4 c 0 


190 

lUU tU 


SERRA 


14 
40.0 


3 

8.6 


15 
42.9 


3 

8.6 


0 

0.0 


0 

u • u 


0 

n n 


35 

1 nn n 
lUU tO 


WRIGHT BROS 7 
24.1 


2 

6.9 


7 

24.1 


9 

31 .0 


2 

6.9 


1 


1 


29 
1 nn n 


GARFIELD 


95 
39.9 


9 

3.8 


69 
29.0 


28 
11.8 


20 
B 4 


1 

W • •! 


16 

0 • / 


238 

1 nn n 
IQU 


TUAIN 


61 
34.7 


5 

2.8 


46 
26.1 


49 
27.8 


14 
8.0 


0 

0.0 


1 

fl X 

u t e 


176 
f nn n 


RILEY 


8 

57.1 


0 

0.0 


3 

21.4 


3 

24.4 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

u • u 


14 

inn n 
1 uu • u 


O'FARRELL 


SCPA 2 
66.7 


0 

0.0 


1 

33.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0 .0 


0 

u • u 


3 

1 00 n 
i uu • u 


HUIR ALT 


4 

44.4 


0 

0.0 


3 

33.3 


2 

22.2 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


9 

100.0 


HOME/HOSPITAL 18 
48.6 


2 

5.4 


9 

24.3 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


6 

21.6 


37 
100.0 


Lie INSTIT 


29 
64.4 


0 

0.0 


11 
24.4 


4 

8.9 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


1 

2.2 


45 

100.0 


NONPUBLIC 


SCH 5 
100.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


s 

100.0 


INDEP STUDY 16 
84.2 


0 

0.0 


3 

15.8 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


0 

0.0 


19 
100.0 


TOTALS 


746 
46'. 6 


se 

3.6 


385 
24.0 


277 
17.3 


78 
4.9 


8 

0.5 


50 
3.1 


1602 
100.0 



NOTEt- Einsttin, LtMit tnd Nifttion Btach ft«d no Uftvtrt in 1982-83. 
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TABLE 3 

SCHOOL LEAVERS FOR iNDl'VlDUAL SCHOOL SITES 



SCHOOL 


SCHOOL 
ENROLL 


PERCENT OF 
TOTAL ENRfJLL 


NUMBER OF 


PERCENT OF 
LEAVERS 


LEAVER 
RATE 


'^f-LL 


453 




O 


0 ^4 


1 .3 


COLLIER 


2^4 


0 7 




0.6 


3.8 


OAr«^ 


277 


u • o 


z 


0»1 


0.7 




379 


1 .1 

1 1 1 


A 

■1 


0 .2 


1 .1 




470 




ft 

9 


0 tS 


1 .1 


HARSTON 


357 


1 0 


C 


0 ^4 


1 .7 


HEMORIAL 


298 




1 ^ 


Q #7 


4,0 


MONTGOMERY 


360 


1 .0 




A 


o.e 


MUIRLANDS 


408 


1 .1 


o 


A JL 


2.2 


PACIFIC BEACH 


407 


1 .1 




A 9 


0,7 


PERSHING 


542 


1 .5 




A <^ 
0 vZ 


0.7 


ROOSEVELT 


410 


1.1 




A *9 


2.9 


8TANDLEY 


395 


1 .1 




A 9 
II • Z 


0.8 


TAFT 


214 






A 9 


1 ^4 


WILSON 


453 


1 .3 




A 9 

U a^ 


A A 

0.9 


CLAIREMQKT 


1|074 


3.0 


42 


9 X 
« aO 


3.r 


CMUPORD 








2.2 


2.3 


OmPERS 


967 


2.7 


4 


0.2 


0.4 


HENRY 


2,671 


8.0 


52 


3.2 


1.6 


HOCMER 


1,452 


4.0 


76 


4.9 


5.4 


KEARNY 


1,607 


5.3 


101 


tf.3 


5.4 


U JOLLA 


1,339 


3.7 


29 


1.6 


2.2 
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TABLE 3 
eru««. (CONTINUED) 
SCHOOL LEAVERS FOR INDIVIDUAL SCHOOL 



SITES 



• 
• 


SCHOOL. 
ENROLL 


PERCENT OF 
TOTAL ENRptt 


NUMBER QP 
V£AV|R£ 


PERCENT OF 
LEAVERS 


LEAVER 


LINCOLN 


969 


2.7 


96 


6.1 


10.1 


nADISON 


2,U3 


6.0 


23 


1.4 


1.1 


nZRA MESA 


2,8^0 


8.0 


49 


3.1 


1.7 


nlSSION BAY 




3.8 


41 


2.6 


3.0 


nORSE 


1,891 


5.3 


71 


<.4 


3.8 


rOlhTf LOMA 


i,66S 


4.6 


71 


4.4 


4.3 


WIV CITY 


1,178 


3.3 


22 


1.4 


1.9 


«AN D3E60 


1,441 


4.0 


190 


11.9 


13.2 


StRRA 


2,S38 


7.0 


35 


2.2 


1.4 


WRIBHT BROS 


2S8 


2.5 


29 


1.8 


11.2 


WRRFIELD 


907 • 


1.6 


238 


14.9 


26.2 


TWAIN 


684 « 


1.8 


176 


11.0 


25.7 


RILEY 


65 


0.2 


14 


0.9 


21.5 


0 FARREL SCPA 


448 


1.2 


3 


0.2 


0.7 


lUIR ALTERr*^TIVE 


110 


0.3 


9 


0.6 


8.2 


HOME-HOSPITAL 


249 « 


0.7 


37 


2.3 


15.3 


Lie INSTITUTION 


319 • 


0.9 


4S 




14.1 


NONPUBLIC SCH 


S4 ff 


0.2 


8 


0.3 


9.3 


INOEP STUDY 


110 N 


0.2 


19 


1.2 


17.3 


TOTAL DISTRICT 

• 


35,886 


iOO.O 1 


,602 


100.0 


4.5 



NOTE, E.n.fln. L,.i.. ,,6 M.-..lo„ B,.ch h.d no .chool f...r. ,„ 1982-83. 

•n»«h.r -I.!. . 04 ttudtntt Mho tr.n.f.rr.d from 

.noth.r d..tr.ct .chool to th.M .chooU during th, mr. 
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